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a tree walk down phinney ridge to green lake 


this walk starts at the phinney neighborhood association and meanders 
downhill towards the western shore of green lake. it travels mostly on the 
streets of phinney ridge, and crosses at the end into green lake park. it is 
entirely in the zip code 98103, the urban forestry management unit 23, and the 
census tract 35 (though the walker is encouraged to briefly enter tract 46). 


the city of seattle considers this the area surrounding this walk (going 
by census tract 35) to be “moderate” on their environmental equity and justice 
index. it has quite high canopy cover, at 36.04%, but its proximity to aurora 
avenue north (highway 99), as well as the presence of other major arterials, 
like phinney avenue north, brings in some pollution. 


i was first drawn to the trees of phinney ridge in a state of despair. | 
made a note that | would want to go back to that place under other 
circumstances, and decided to start my tree walk there when i got the 
opportunity. i returned for my walk as the sun started to set, wrapping up the 
11th and beginning the 12th of cheshvan, 5784. 


i did not keep a record of which tree that was, but | tried to find it again, 
and i included my best guess as the first tree on my walk. from there, i thought 
it would be nice to follow trees downhill towards green lake. for each tree, | 
took a photo of the whole tree, a photo of the bark, and a photo of the leaves. 
and rather than pause to look up each tree online, as to make sure | could use 
them, | visited a wide range of trees — a total of twenty-three - in hope that at 
least ten would be usable for the project. this way, | could focus more on the 
walk itself. (and there were way more than ten trees that i wanted to take note 
of anyway!) 


i believe that worked out. of the trees i visited on my walk, several were 
the same species as one another, and several would likely require more data 
collection to use for the project, but there were eleven trees that i felt i could 
discuss confidently with what i had so far. i picked ten of them to go with, and 
i was able to use their entries on the trees for seattle site to find out more 
about them, including their common and scientific names, who manages them, 
and their diameters. in order to keep my records consistent, i have numbered 
them according to the original twenty-three-tree list; this means that many 
numbers are skipped. i made it down to the lake just before dark, and it shows 
in some of my later photos. | started with plenty of daylight left to go, but the 
walk took longer for me. for the intended effect, i recommend starting closer 
to sunset. 
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a common theme for me in this class, including in this tree walk, has 
been that | already appreciated trees a lot, but | rarely thought about them. 
i've wondered since | went for this walk whether i had ever passed these trees 
before this quarter — it's possible, and even if i hadn't, i had passed plenty of 
similar ones. and i know that there was something about certain landscapes - 
in retrospect, trees — that drew me to them. what, then, was stopping me from 
thinking about issues of urban tree cover or natural services access? I'm still 
not entirely sure. 


i also took note of the duplicate-species trees in the working version of 
my walk. i knew this was likely to happen, but i'm still curious about why It did. 
for me to have decided that the species duplicates were worth documenting, | 
had to think there was something unique about them. It makes me wonder 
about the way we classify trees — | understand why the species-level lines are 
drawn how they are, and | appreciate that it's useful as a system in a genetics 
sense. | know that existing cultivar and variety designations exist underneath 
the umbrella of a single species. and yet | wonder if there are other ways we 
could name a tree's grouping, perhaps ones that would no't easily fall on 
species lines. a few ideas include: how did it get there? what sorts of support 
has it received from its surrounding environment, and how has that affected 
it? with what organisms is it working together most closely in its current 
setting? 


it is not lost on me that all the trees | ended up including are privately 
owned. if i had started by looking at trees by ownership, i probably would have 
tried to avoid this. | want to recognize times that people have collectively 
worked to make decisions about trees. but even for the trees that have a so- 
called “private owner” (and what does that even mean for a tree?!), i still think 
there is a legitimate public interest in both care and visitation. 


map link 
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tree 1: paperbark maple 


acer griseum 


6723 dayton avenue north 


diameter 3” / private owner 
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there’s a good chance this was the first tree i was initially drawn to. if not, it 
was one like this. | like the way | could see the bark peel off at the sides. 
flowers are small when they do exist. leaves eventually turn color in the fall, 
but | guess | caught them green just in time. 
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tree 4: sweet mazzard cherry 


prunus avium 


501 north 68th street 


diameter 7” / private owner 


this tree is invasive in king county! oops! i think i chose this one for the leaves. 
its branch structure is also quite elaborate. with it branching over the 
sidewalk, if you think of the fallen leaves as part of the tree, you can walk both 
above and below the tree at the same time. 
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tree 6: lawson cypress / port orford cedar 


chamaecyparls lawsoniana 


523 north 68th street 


diameter 29” / private owner 


i chose this tree specifically because ones quite like it used to be off-putting 
to me. i think that has changed. the part of me that never left california 
appreciates the color of the bark. and while | think I’m used to seeing this 
specific sort of pinnate leafery more on bushes than on trees, i’m learning to 
go along with it on trees too. noteworthy that it was one of the only pinnate 
trees, not only picked for the walk but on the entire route. 


/ tried my best to keep people out of the photos / took, but the upper-left 
photo above originally had a person in it. | have digitally edited that photo to 
protect their privacy. 
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tree 7: smooth Japanese maple 


acer palmatum 


533 north 68th street 


diameter 2” / private owner 


if knew how much red leafery would be on display at the start of the tour, | 

might have photographed less of it earlier on. that said, i think it’s important 

to note its presence. i'm one of the many seattle residents who would like to 

pretend it’s not starting to be winter. | think we all know that isn’t realistic. if 

it’s going to be winter, i'll gladly take in the red leaves that go along with the 
times. 
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tree 8: japanese snowbell 


styrax Japonicus 
535 north 68th street 


diameter 5” / private owner 


contrary to both its common and scientific names, this tree grows natively in 
china and korea as well as Japan. very prominent flowers, but mainly around 
the month of sivan, so | missed them. its products are used for a wide variety 
of creative and maintenance purposes. | appreciate the bark and leaves. might 
be the most chaotically-branched tree on the whole walk, in my opinion. 


krantz-abfajer 7 


tree 9: european fruiting plum 


prunus x domestica 


555 north 68th street 


diameter 9” / private owner 


i made a point to show that this tree is visibly healing with support. i would 
like to heal and | would like to support general healing. that happens easier If 
the landscape around us reflects that sort of commitment. i have started to 
wonder what other ways we can mark this commitment in our environment, or 
in what other ways it may already be marked. ill keep on the lookout! 
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tree 10: katsura 


cercidiphyllum japonicum 


fremont avenue north & north 68th street roundabout 


diameter 10” / private owner 


this is probably my favorite tree of the ones | visited on this walk. | like the 
leaves, the branch pattern, and the way it looks in the sky from below. | also 
like that it’s placed in the middle of the road, a piece of nature in the middle 
of asphalt. there were other roundabout trees | visited, but this is the only one 
that made it into the final walk report. 


if you want to look up close like i did, it is important to be careful when 
walking to and from the roundabout. cars, bikes, and other vehicles will not be 
looking for anyone crossing to or from it. i recommend waiting until you 
cannot see any cars or vehicles going towards you at all. that should not take 
too long at an intersection like this one. do only what you feel safe doing. 
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tree 16: tupelo 


nyssa sylvatica 


740 north 67th street 


diameter 5” / private owner 


the sense | got looking up this tree Is that It can look like almost anything. 
height, leaf shape, and leaf size all depend. the most consistent easily- 
observable thing about it might be the fruit, but | missed those. it’s native to 
parts of the u.s south and northeast, as well as adjacent parts of southern 
canada. (the earth does not care one bit about our borders!) perhaps due to 
its varying look, it has quite a few other common names, including sour gum, 
black gum, and pepperidge. 
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tree 19: purpleleaf plum 


prunus cerasifera 


912 north 68th street 


diameter 17” / private owner 


this tree grows natively in central and western asia. it spread more widely in 
the late 19th century, possibly by a french gardner working for the shah of 
persia. it is often considered Invasive because it can be hard to contain. that 
sald, its effects on surrounding wildlife are relatively minor. | liked the leaves 
and the placement of the stones around it. 
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tree 20: european fruiting pear 


pyrus communis 


920 north 68th street 


diameter 8” / private owner 


seattle’s tree map names this the “common fruiting pear”, but a wider search 
shows It is sometimes also called the “european fruiting pear”. | am choosing 
to call it european, since neither it nor its ancestors grow natively in the 
americas, and there’s nothing universal about originating in europe or even 
eurasia. this tree does not grow in the wild, only in cultivation. it does, in fact, 
fruit pears, and yet again, | missed them! 
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resources used 
https://www.seattle.gov/parks/allparks/green-lake-park 
https://www.usmapguide.com/washington/seattle-zip-code-map/ 
https://www.phinneycenter.org/ 


https://seattlecitygis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/mapseries/index.html? 
appid=a7072ffa326c4ef39a0f031961ebace6 (multiple tabs used) 


https://www.gardenia.net/genus/acer-palmatum-japanese-maple 
https://landscapeplants.oregonstate.edu/plants/styrax-japonicus 
https://www.hebcal.com/holidays/rosh-chodesh-sivan 
https://www.thespruce.com/cultivars-vs-varieties-how-do-they-differ-2132281 


https://www.seattlejapanesegarden.org/blog/2016/05/11/styrax-japans- 
lovely-snowbell-trees 


https://www.oregon.gov/odf/Documents/forestbenefits/PaperbarkMaple.pdf 


https://kingcounty.gov/en/legacy/services/environment/animals-and- 
plants/noxious-weeds/weed-identification/bird-cherry 


https://landscapeplants.oregonstate.edu/plants/nyssa-sylvatica 
https://landscapeplants.oregonstate.edu/node/2023 
https://www.cal-ipc.org/plants/profile/ prunus-cerasifera-profile/ 
https://plantvillage.psu.edu/topics/pear/infos 
https://trees.umn.edu/european-plum-prunus-domestica 


https://extension.illinois.edu/fruit-trees/ plums 
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